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DWR/Water Planning Branch
901 P.Street

Sacramento , California
95814

P O Box 942836
Sac. Ca. G4236-0001

Fax 916/ 651-9289

Dear DWR,

On July 21,2005 I faxed to your attention my comments on the
California Water Plan update 2005, Callegus Creek Water Shed Area.
In gspeaking to my cecllege Mrs.Teresa Jordan she informed me that my
comments are not posted on your web site. Yet, [ faxed hours prior
to Teresa sending in her comments.

Is it your practice to censor unfavoritable comments frgm beiing
heard? I did not state that I didn't want my comments posted on the
web site, yet they arn't posted with other comments. My comments
touched on the Environmental Justice, that was a part of the CWP,up-
date 2005,CCWSA document , i believe under part 4.

I find it somewhat strange that since the comments from Envirio=-
nment Justice Colcoalation for Water touchrd on the EJ, as I did thac
my comments were left out. And, EJCW comments were received on July
22,2005 a day latter than my comments fax to you on Jult 21,2005.

I would appreciate hearing back from you.
Sincerely,

2332 gitzes treet %ﬁ bl”\ | (\{/ &S a

Simi Valley, Ca.

93063

c/o P O Box 2310

Clearlake, Ca.

95422

707/ 994-4922, or 805/ 522-3779
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DWR/ Water Planning Branch ’ , .
901 P.Street, AP e L
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P.0.Box 942836 = (/dd,%é/uu 0 Xt
Sac. , Ca. 94236-0001 A

Fax 916/683—3+0: S -G =
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RE: California Water Plan, Update 2005, (The Callegus Creek
Water Shed Area.

Time extention requesteéd, for review period under notificatiion
of residents on proposed projects, where no notification was
giveh as required by Law.

Dear Environmentsl Justice in California Government,

Be advised that there has been no notification sent to me,( a
homeowner, who's property is adjacent to the Las Llajas Channel),
regarding the proposed project, or the ongoing work being conducted
withih the tributary of the Arroya Simi,within. the City of Simi
Vailey, California.

Therefore, this project is in violation of Laws and Regulations
that govern Water way and Water Courses/Water Bodies of Cal?fornia,
as well as in vielations of Water ways of-the tInited States.

It is my understanding that, it was stated that all residencs
have been notified“abaut»ai works being conducted within the Las
Llajas Channel. That statement is not correct, or accurate. The City
of Simi Valley has the Post Office Box where I can be reached, since
Simi Valley has been named as a defendant in Law Suite since 1992,
And, as such have a currant address where they/Simi Valley's City )
‘Attorney has mailed filing to my attention throughtout the last decade
of litigation,

I am requesting an extention of tine to review the documents
regarding this proposal, due to failure to notify residents of Pro=o
posed work. This same violation took place in April of 1991 when
the review pericd for the FIRMS was circumvented, for the City of
Simi Vallies personal gain. I filed a Letter of Review, -that the City
FEMA Representative signed and dated April 21,1991..

The request for review period was removed from FEMA's file and
a second and third copy of the signed document had to be provided to
FEMA. It was because of my request of review, and the research that
followed that I filed a Law suit against The State Water Resources,
and FEMA, the Federal Government for failure to -administer and enforce
the WFIP in December of 1991. That caused my home and proper to be
damaged and Simi Valley was also namedéasog defgnqant, yith tha; ?z

] - illegally transfer and my family move -

ggm%hgngtgggeeigyog ég'%é;§§€1£ gng to tﬁe’sugts %iiea. y
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July 21,2005

FEMA woyl

home "and p d state tha

Foparty that ntisince*'[ didn'¢t have P

0 action would be'taken?ssession»of my
It sho .

the F RMbguigaEe”ROted that the Git J

) 1 removed areas off
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in order oo oy nrshowed improvements were made’thatfx:iéEthﬁllfleq
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& 100 year flood.

I have been the sole o : {
Cali i : e owned of -; 4922 Alt “Gimi
Cine Fvss" ot tonmet ohrinerss, pocomber 19881700 BT
i - --wi m . '} . ! = ,
have never been n y ex.husband since April of 1979, ,

. : otified about the project poooL d
Llajas Channel, delibertly. project proposed within the Las

It is my understanding that FEMA will be funding khis project at
over 907 of the expense incurred. The State of Salifprnia is being
sued for noncompliance to enforce its own State Constitution, and for -
blocking me out of a Court of Law on damages caused,Py,Simi Vallieys
failure to enforce and Administer the National -Flood Insurance Pro-
gram that caused the original damaged to*my~p:operty} I would suggest
that The State WEber Resources think long and hard apout approving a -
project that has all the earmarks of "Disaster written all over It .

Sincerely,

Ginn Doose

4922 Alta Street -
5imi Valley, Ca. -93063
e/o P O Box-2310
Clearlake; Ca. 95422
805/ 522-3779

P.S" '

tention, the Fill that was used in the Las Liajans -
whenAihZ gggﬂg ggoggg,durniné the Winter Stormsof€992-{993 w;s Zi%t
and debris from the dowm stream -tributary of;the,La ;lajasaT yis'wotk
and resident Mrs. Teresa Jordan watched as City an gountyi rut'*the
ed day and night to shore-up the banks of the Las Llajyas prior to

State inspection, for funding.



